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Response to Amendment 

1 . This Office Action is in response to the amendment filed on 06/12/2006. 
The Applicants' arguments were carefully considered and were found to be persuasive. 
Therefore, the Final Rejection dated 02/09/2006 is hereby vacated. Claims 1,2, 4-10, 
12-16. 18-20, 22-24, 26-32 and 34-41 are pending in this Office. Action. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims 1, 2, 4, 5, 7. 9, 10. 13, 15. 16, 19, 20. 23, 24, 26, 27, 29, 31, 32 
and 36-41 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by the U. S. Patent 
6,389,464 to Cohen et a!., hereinafter Cohen. 

Referring to claim 1, Cohen teaches a method for providing a proxy service, the 
method comprising: receiving a message from an application that supports browsing, 
the message being identified as invoking the proxy service (Abstract and col, 8, lines 
1 1-28 - redirection of HTTP requests to a proxy. In addition to support of HTTP. Cohen 
specifically teaches client browser support in col. 2, lines 39-44); and selectively 
forwarding the message by a transport layer switching mechanism to a proxy agent 
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configured to provide the proxy service (Col. 2, lines 66-67 and col. 3, lines 1-7 - 
selective fonA/arding of browser requests (requests that are directed to port 80) by a 
Layer 4, or the Transport Layer of the OSI Network Model), wherein the fonA^arding of 
the message is transparent to the application (Col. 16, lines 34-42 - fon^/arding of the 
message is transparent to the client and his browser application). 

Referring to claim 2, Cohen teaches a method according to claim 1 , wherein the 
proxy agent in the fonA/arding step includes at least one of a Hypertext Transfer Protocol 
(HTTP) proxy and a Domain Name Server (DNS) proxy (Col. 4, lines 7-10. Proxy that 
performs DNS look-ups is a DNS proxy. Even though this is sufficient for rejection of 
claim 2, the Examiner would like to point out that Cohen also teaches an HTTP proxy at 
least in col. 8, lines 11-28). 

Referring to claim 4, Cohen teaches a method according to claim 1, wherein the 
switching mechanism resides in a host that is loaded with the application (Fig. 1 and 
Col. 6, lines 23-31), 

Referring to claim 5, Cohen teaches a method according to claim 1, wherein the 
switching mechanism resides in a network element that is configured to perform routing 
of the message (Fig. 1 and Col. 6, lines 28-31). 

Referring to claim 7, Cohen teaches a method according to claim 1, wherein the 
proxy agent resides in at least one of a host loaded with the application, a satellite 
modem, and a network element configured to perform routing of the message (Fig. 1 
and Col. 6, lines 28-31). 
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Referring to claim 36, Cohen teaches a method according to claim 1, wherein the 
transport layer switching mechanism is configured to operate according to Layer 4 of 
Open System Interconnection (OSI) model (Col. 2, lines 66-67 and col. 3, lines 1-7 - 
Layer 4 switch). 

Claims 9, 10 and 13 do not teach or define any new limitations above those in 
claims 1, 2, 4, 5 and 7, and set forth the invention as an apparatus rather than a 
method, as do claims 1, 2, 4, 5 and 7. Therefore, claims 9, 10 and 13 are rejected under 
the same rationale as the above rejected claims 1, 2, 4, 5 and 7. 

Claims 15 and 16 do not teach or define any new limitations above those in 
claims 1 , 2, 4, 5 and 7, and set forth the invention as a system rather than a method, as 
do claims 1, 2, 4, 5 and 7. Therefore, claims 15 and 16 are rejected under the same 
rationale as the above rejected claims 1,2,4,5 and 7. 

Claims 19 and 20 do not teach or define any new limitations above those in 
claims 1 , 2, 4, 5 and 7, and set forth the invention as a device rather than a method, as 
do claims 1, 2, 4, 5 and 7. Therefore, claims 19 and 20 are rejected under the same 
rationale as the above rejected claims 1, 2, 4, 5 and 7. 

Claims 23, 24, 26, 27 and 29 do not teach or define any new limitations above 
those in claims 1 , 2, 4, 5 and 7, and set forth the invention as a computer-readable 
medium rather than a method, as do claims 1, 2, 4, 5 and 7. Therefore, claims 23, 24, 
26, 27 and 29 are rejected under the same rationale as the above rejected claims 1 , 2, 
4, 5 and 7. 
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Claims 31 and 32 do not teach or define any new limitations above those in 
claims f, 2, 4, 5 and 7, and set forth the invention as a network apparatus rather than a 
method, as do claims 1, 2, 4, 5 and 7. Therefore, claims 31 and 32 are rejected under 
the same rationale as the above rejected claims 1, 2, 4, 5 and 7. 

Claims 37. 38, 39. 40 and 41 do not teach or define any new limitations above 
those in claim 36, and set forth the invention as an apparatus, a system, a device, a 
computer-readable medium and a network apparatus, respectively, rather than a 
method, as does claim 36. Therefore, claims 37-41 are rejected under the same 
rationale as the above rejected claim 36. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 6 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 

Cohen in view of the U. S. Patent No. 7.032,031, issued to Jungck et al., hereinafter 

Jungck. 

Referring to claim 6, Cohen teaches a method according to claim 1. 

Cohen does not explicitly teach the limitation of claim 6 wherein the switching 
mechanism resides in a modem that is configured to communicate over a satellite 
network. 
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However Jungck. in analogous art, directed to an apparatus and method for 
enhancing the infrastructure of a network, teaches implementation of fon^/ard, reverse 
or transparent proxy servers on a network comprising satellite links (Jungck, col. 8, lines 
44-51 and col. 3, lines 49-53). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skills in the art at the 
time the invention was made to incorporate the teachings of Jungck regarding 
implementation of a network comprising transparent proxies over satellite links into the 
teachings of Cohen in order to enhancing the infrastructure of a network, as suggested 
by Jungck at least in the Abstract. Modified in this manner Cohen is further referred to 
as modified Cohen. 

Referring to claim 8, modified Cohen teaches a method according to claim 1, 
wherein the message is transmitted over a wide area network (WAN) that includes a 
two-way satellite network (Jungck, col. 3, lines 16-21 and 49-53). 

Claims 12 and 14 do not teach or define any new limitations above those in 
claims 6 and 8, respectively, and set forth the invention as an apparatus rather than a 
method, as do claims 6 and 8. Therefore, claims 12 and 14 are rejected under the same 
rationale as the above rejected claims 6 and 8. 

Claim 18 does not teach or define any new limitations above those in claim 8 and 
sets forth the invention as a system rather than a method, as does claim 8. Therefore, 
claim 18 is rejected under the same rationale as the above rejected claim 8. 
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Claim 22 does not teacli or define any new limitations above those in claim 8, 
and sets forth the invention as a device rather than a method, as does claim 8. 
Therefore, claim 22 is rejected under the same rationale as the above rejected claim 8. 

Claims 28 and 30 do not teach or define any new limitations above those in 
claims 6 and 8, and set forth the invention as a computer-readable medium rather than 
a method, as do claims 6 and 8. Therefore, claims 28 and 30 are rejected under the 
same rationale as the above rejected claims 6 and 8. 

Claims 34 and 35 do not teach or define any new limitations above those in 

claims 6 and 8, and set forth the invention as a network apparatus rather than a 

method, as do claims 6 and 8. Therefore, claims 34 and 35 are rejected under the same 

rationale as the above rejected claims 6 and 8. 

4. Examiner's note: Examiner has cited particular columns and line 
numbers in the references as applied to the claims above for the convenience of the 
applicant. Although the specified citations are representative of the teachings of the art 
and are applied to the specific limitations within the individual claim, other passages and 
figures may apply as well. It is respectfully requested from the applicant in preparing 
responses, to fully consider the references in entirety as potentially teaching all or part 
of the claimed invention, as well as the context of the passage as taught by the prior art 
or disclosed by the Examiner. 



Response to Arguments 
5. Applicant's arguments filed 1 1/01/2005 have been fully considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 
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Conclusion 

6. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of 
time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Vitali Korobov whose telephone number is 571-272- 
7506. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Friday 8a.m. - 4:30p.m.. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Saleh Najjar can be reached on (571)272-4006. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
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you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Vital! Korobov 
Examiner 
Art Unit 21 55 
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